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Juanita Bacay

California Environment Proteclion Agenoy
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700 Heinz Avenue, Building F, Suite 200
Berkeley, CA, 84710-2721

Subject: Comments on RTCs for Draft Remadial Action Work Plan, Parcel B ~ Remedial
Action Phase — 1

Dear Ms. Bacey,
Radiological Mealth Branch - California Depariment of Public Health wanis to submit our

comments on the responses for the review of Draft Remedial Action Work Flan, Parcel
&, Remedial Action Phase-1. Please see the comments below in blus text

General Comment £3
‘Please let us understand how the same parcel E released under “restricted release”
could be again up In Phase 4 for an "unrestricled release” for the whole sile”

Response:
“Since the components of the remadial actions included in this RAWF are not to seek
racdiological release, unrestricled release will not be requssted as part of this RAWR”

CRPH Commeant 10 responss:
f*‘? £ {response o comment) does not olartly whether an unreshioted relesse will be
ren sested in Phase 4 or nol We understand that with this Phass 1 RAWP, unrsstiicted
redmase 18 nol reguested, ?zﬂ FWEVET, BET o discussion, ws ‘“‘z’%v@ paen mformad that an

nrestrivted releass will be requested for the "whole Paresl & P;ﬂw 4. Please %%;3
us undarsiand the ﬂ‘?&%’?aﬁﬁ(ﬁ land use after all the phases are completed - Restricted or

Uinrestricted Tor Paroel B,
Specific Comment # 1

“For Reference background site, 20 soll samples have been {aken. The soll sample
results from testing lab has not been provided.”
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Responss:

“The reference background site was sampled and the data analyzed by TIEC in 2010,
This same background reference data set (summarized on RAWE Table 8-1) has been
used for years at HPNG and been accepled previously in numerous HPNG BAWPs

COPH Commant o responss:

s our undersianding that COPH has not approvad or concurred with any ischnical
document afler the legal challenges to Telra Tech dals last vear, s our undersianding
that any approval based on Telra Teoh dals, onee i has been challenged and proven
falsifiend, shou <:§ ot be used for 3;;“33!&5‘% e approval of the ;ea%‘m ca? aé&:,.acus‘nw;“zz% DM
will ot support any efforls ustifving approval based on coniio il Tetra Tech data,

Specific Comment # 2

‘Cs-137 s present in the background with a high standard deviation as compared to the
average. That means there i a lof of vanability in the background samples for Cs-137.
Therefore, a Bign test is not appropriate. Instead a Wilcoxon Rank Sum Test for Cs-137
is recommended”

Rasponse:

“Asg the Cs~137 background values are ulilized in the conservative svaluation of the off-
site laboratory resulls against the Table 2-4 RG values, and no other siatistical analyses
weare performed following receipt of the off-site analvtical resulls {as sach sample data

S@‘iiﬁ%?ﬁﬁ%%?ﬁua§§yﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁafﬁd%ﬁih&?&@%&gﬁrRGSif‘%ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁii}y?}{}%ﬁﬁﬁvaiuﬁﬁ@ﬁ}g‘iﬁ%’ ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ..

Mavy requesis mainiaining the use of the Sign test for the calculation of the number of
samples reqguired from within each soil data set (based on the volume of soil screened).”

“This position is established in Seclion 6.5.2.3 which slates: “For the ROCs other than
226Fa, only gross sample result values ars svaluated and, therefore, the background
reference area data are not used. Instead, the ROUC levels are compared directly with
the wide-area derived concentration guideling level {DCGLW). The general approach
closely parallels that used for the situation when the RGO is present in background and
the net resulls are svaluated (Section 8.5.2.3Y

DR Comment o {}C‘?}Oﬁﬁt
To follow MARSEIM guidelines a slatisty
it ¥

tesl s ;e; dredd, Argument o supoort Sign
fest is condrary o the MARESIM & fus

stifiedd.

Specific Comment # 3

“For 5r-80 only two samples were evalusted in the referenced background sile. A
standard deviation based on only two samples is not right. There should be eguivalent
no. of samples (as compared o Ra-226 and Cs-137) for 5r-80 from referenced
background site”

Comments on RTCs for Honters Point, Parcel E, Phase-1 RAWP
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Responss:

“The reference background site was sampled and the data analyzed by THEC in 2010,
This same background reference data set (summarized on RAWP Table 6-1) has been
used for vears at HPNS and been accepled previously in numerous HPNS RAWPs.
Further, it is not the intent of this RAWP to adjust background dats or ROC RGs”

CLPH Commaent to responss;

Sr-80 has been wentifled as one of the ROU glong with Ra-d28 and Ce-137. Anabizing

only two samples from the referenced background sits for Sr-80 cannot be supported
arel approved 1o ustify HGs for Sr80.

it s our understanding that COPH has not approved or concurred with any lechnicsl
gﬁemzm@ nt after the legal challenges o Telra Tech dals last vear. Further we beleve
that any approval based on Telra Tech data, once i has been challenged and g}f‘@vem
fabgl @ma st ot be used for any fulur &:ﬁs;};@m of the technical documents, CDFH

will not support any efforts ustiving approvael based on controversial Telrs Tech dats,
if you have any questions please contact me at (918) 440-7802.

Sincerely

vgy? *“"“W\w‘

?%a; iv Mishra Ph. D.
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Hadiologic Heailth Branch

Comments on RTCs for Hunters Point, Parcel E, Phase-1 RAWP
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